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11-1 Comment noted.
Pam Jarnecke, NEPA Coordinator
Battlc Mountain Field Office, BLM
50 Bastian Road
Battlc Mountain, Nevada 89820 11-2  Comment noted.
Re: Comments on Phoenix Project DEIS
11-3  The text of mitigation measure W-8 in Section 3.5.4 of the Final EIS has been expanded
Dear Ms Jamecke to indicate the full array of mitigation measures that would be applied if wildlife water
) sources are adversely affected.
We hereby submit the following comments concerning the Phocnix Project Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. The Western Shoshone Defense Project is 2 Western Shoshone directed non-profit organi>ation
mw?xapsﬁdm:ﬂme ‘:Vestcrn_IS_::sh‘az:c rights ﬂndl::r;lclarm fqu;xrcprugtusﬂé;l{lm;fcnmﬂ@s 11-4  The BLM will ensure that BMG provides sufficient financial assurance for reclamation and
based with the Phoenix Project within the boundaries i ~ i i
of the W, m Shoshone Nation as re: 4 the 1863 Treaty of ad Fri 5 with the Unttted Staes. for the Contingent Long-term Groundwater Management Plan, prior to project startup.
Aggano[mxsTnngxtl?c Western Shoshone Nation agreed to share their lands for various purposes including
mining, blllzweve;‘lltmxs‘;lmponamtonoﬁethauthxa:ydidnotsunmd:zlidcwany Tand, nor the rights and
responsibitities o estern Shoshone Nation to protect the values and resources necessary fi ir survival o : : ; f
We recognize that mining has occurred on the mine site for over a contury; sircvisitsa(x,;iﬂ;zmcmaﬁ'min 11-5 The proposed tailings area LLDPE liner material was selected due to its stress/strain
lheDE{Simﬁm:lcv!n!thisismamhigmydisnubedbypmvimm As such, the area has little patuzal properties and suitability to a foundation consisting of existing tailings. The proposed
vegetation or wildlife remaining. We ¢ d Batile Mountain Gold and Ne . for their Pt Lo provide a heap leach pad high-density polyethylene (HDPE) was selected to match the
ﬁ:m%wﬂm&mm ﬁnmatxmol‘gqu;&:du;.ﬁmﬁsful reclasmation plan stress/strain properties of its foundation materials. Both LLDPE and HDPE have similar
uld restore and make " onee again for the use of wildlife owe (Western Shoshone). ermeability properties and meet or exceed state design requirements for protection of
With that wd,tthEISaspuemed1shchngmmpomminfomuﬁonmﬁassuchwem'enotconvilmdﬂmitis {)he environ¥n2ntp g a P
adequate for the public or the BLM 10 make informed evalustions/decisions sbout this project. With the information '
pnseme‘iwecanonlycomludeﬂwbodlﬂ\eprefermdakwmﬁveanddwmacﬁm alternative will aflow the . o i i
& and/or degradation of water sources and associated habitat. Water is life here, it is considered sacred It has been demonstrated that a nominal 2 feet of growth media is sufficient for the
ﬁom.auadiﬁmladtuml perspective. Failumtoprowctall waters in oar homclands threaiens not only our health establishment and persistence of native vegetation, especially salt-tolerant species such
and life, blT:cﬂtt;t:_?;aﬂme plants and animals here on our lands. L ) as shadscale, if there is nothing overly toxic in the tailings material for plants that typically
mﬂm&dwﬁcm&mm;ﬁgfé‘&mmmﬁhﬂs'-bcPOle;!nl }Oag‘;:lospﬁw extend their roots below that level. Most plant root biomass occurs in the upper 18 to 24
I . ¢ proposed mitigation not i i i i i
sufficiently add the ecological function and habitat ited with Creation of guzelers and mChES .Of the sonhprgftlle for mostt {ieclacrinatlcl)n plantt sge(tzlfhs. Depths ?reztert;han 2 fee:
W€§lsw{cphogsmmgdosnmmplaocthchabimmdatodwimmmallam g5 and rirari along creeks. would improve short-term vegetation development, but these greater depths are nof
This babitat is important to sage grouse. Thus impacts to suge grouse could be far great then the no impact indicated necessary for long-term success.
in the DEIS if springs and other surface water were eliminated.
Itappms&atg:oundwatcrquaﬁtywillbedegradedincithaﬂzcm-ﬂcﬁmm‘plcfmdlalldmﬁvc. Agamn
we Say that waler contamination is not acceptable. We have been here for thousands of years, we intend to be here
for thousands more. We will live with whatever impacts this Phoenix Project creates. We ask that you plan far into
thefumr; Wil there be 3 sufficient bond in place before operations begin to cover the expenses of the proposed 11-6  The specific location in the document where it states or implies, as stated in the
m‘moFﬂmaﬂdmypcmmwammcmmrymmcﬁum? If not then the projoct shoutd not be comment, that “...drainage that does not meet water quality standards from the tailings
Pemued‘r‘?;&hmy p{onuzsdzi'mfﬁqemwnd'moncy in the future, . . and heap leach facilities could be allowed to drain into the ground” is unclear. To the
us ons %mis i:’:;mdle:3’;:;‘?:“;;:‘1"’W;“;g;fqmmc;ﬁ’amgfyelmﬁc?;mw contrary, the mine would operate in accordance with NDEP Regulations Governing
questions. proposad structed . while the heap ) ) ; - } )
leach pads are constructod with a high donsity liner? A two foot cover of soil on the tailings pond d © Design, Construction, Operation, and Clqsure of M!nmg Operat{ons, S.e.c.‘uon 445.452 Part
insufficient for the long term cstablishment of native vegetation. Many shrubss and brushes native to this arca kave 1 (State of Nevada 2001). These regulations specify that all mine facilities, regardless of
dﬂwer_root_systcmsthm wouldenmunterpoorandpomnﬁauym;dcmﬁngsmmtmdermerwofom layer. As size or type, must be designed, operated, and closed such that they do not degrade
bmshxsanungom‘moomponcmofmemveegosymmdoyou intend 10 address this? waters of the state. Under the NDEP-issued water pollution control permit for the site, no
andh ‘r’“ﬁcm?!h“ mlﬁ;ﬁﬂﬂm‘m$cwhchdocs Dol moct water quality standurds from the tailmgs process solutions can be discharged to unlined facilities or allowed to infitrate to ground
Ma:ii;y“kga‘"‘f "."‘:me oa Wﬁ‘gfﬁ;;“‘?m“gg‘g“ﬂd:,t‘;hmgwmbk’,mmgézﬁtw ‘10‘_}'“\:.’5 water unless BMG can demonstrate to the NDEP'’s satisfaction that such discharge
on sitc in perpetuity. Becavse thel:both the heap !wchmc:!hmoaue anfacdmtailings closute plan detzils were unavailable for activities would not have the potential to degrade waters of the state.
1
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11-6

11-7

this DELS, it does not seem possible for an adequate evaluation of the long term impacts of this project.
How can bonding be accurately determined without the details of these plans.

We ask that you stop using the word borrow to described areas where soil or clay will be mrined for
reclamation or construction purposes. According 1o Funk and Wagnalls Standard Dictionary, borrow is defined as
follows: “take or obtain something with the promise or understanding that one will return it.” Since none of the
clay or soil removed from these sites will ever be returned, it is quite disingenuous to call them “borrow” pits. Such

L_ use renders the word meaningless and contributes to the degradation of the English |

The porenuai for exposure of wildlifé o toxic elements such as arsenic in the reclamation material is of

sreat concern b of ongoing Western Shoshone use of plants and animals in traditional cultural practices. The

deling and its ptions are conﬁ:sing and incomplete. Arsenic exposure to cottontails is especially significant
because the cottontail remains an important food source. New vegetation at reclaimed sites could potentially attract
wildlife to the area and increase exposure, which is not accounted for i the model. While it appears that the
reclamation material may be tested ta see how well plants witl grow within it, it does not appear to assess the
potential for these plants to accumulate metals, and thus be another potential pathway for the introduction of these
toxic metals mto the fbod web. These things need to be better analyzed and the information made available to the
L_ Western Shoshone and the public before this project is approved.

We appreciate the opportumity.to comment on this project. We would like to thank Al Triple and the other
Battle Mountain Gold staff for their assistance during previous Western Shoshone site tours/visits. Seme of the
reclamation we were shown in the Copper Basin area was impressive, and we expect the same high standards
throughout the rest of the ﬁmlmd 1t is our sincere hope that future mineral development in the Phoenix Project
area will be panied by r ion which pi the waters and provides suijtable habitat for the Newe and

| the plants and animals to once again safely use thxs area.

Christopher Sewall
program director, Western Shoshone Defense Project

Responses to Letter 11

As defined in the Environmental Effects of Mining (Ripley et al. 1996), a borrow pit is: “A
pit used for the sole purpose of extracting material for use in mining or construction
operations located nearby; it is an aggregate operation licensed only for a specific
purpose.”

Please see the response to comment 1-35 regarding a site-specific ecological risk
assessment.

Comment noted.
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